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pend Reet [FOF Yep cD efter teed Mei 2 


Yginia, where ne bot: ded, and which acts of sdultery were 


V4 2 A 
without his cca oe anee, anc Vabctine co aa five 


the had eu 


arg, DeL02 i oftl © institution OL Chis sib. ey 4 AeA. 
KE { Af She Ck 


A &Y Lit 


(thal sesktf Feed aco cust gh, guncl HE. ebebe he LEOT E: 
ine ob feet } oft +I L5 pe 14 Ve 6) optain £3 aivor 


the bonds of matrimony existing between your 
fo Ghis end) he: makes tie eaid: iuis 
jant Por thie bili are 
wat anpley- bx , tae - 
bub answer Un Be Ta a {) - igic' Whe nes \ LAN > @ s A ) f 3 Ee ai Logs Une 
reliet above prayed for be granted, together withryall- such other 


aa on ta sn ns | of oes P34 —_ - A a i. , we 
further and generel relief as ma > suited y Ais cau And 


a “y's _ «* » “py ser “4 “Ah . “pe * ty -. 
your orator wili ever pray &c. / 





eT 


| 
} 
. 





the Hen, H, A, W, RCE OOS S ef the Circuit Ceurt ef Lee 


Ceumty Virginia, 


COmeE 1 ain t > C1 L1 pa : rt a Fa) Y 
an infant,wne sues by Merean Williams,his next friend, 
sufficient 


= 
ereundads 


20t allewe that the parties te 


us been demiciled,in the State ef Virwinia,f 
preceding the cemmencement ef this suit. 
allere any special act ef adul 


M ré$pe! 
pppertunity te knew 
THIRD: Said bill dees 
were withe 
Ltiff,ana 
FOURTH 
veluntari 


ef said 


bd 


aemurrer, 


ereen, should ethe 


7 isl Cesc tend Cobo lk 
lered in said bill, 
. A 


plaintiff,and she denie 


us acts ef adultery with different men_Anm the vicinit; 
C10 wy Or a about ee ae ee, 1g Chefear iat eae 
. ; . A om a + 


G rth pS1lde and whe denies tn 


sf any act ef adultery with 


ne time that she has been married te the 
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Gutiful,ebedient, true and faithful wi iffe t 
A 
reur respendent will new shew te this Ceurt 
> Qravl by rel, é L4£& 
inetead of beine, kind md true, husband te her, 





emetime after they were married,he cemmenced %6 
ets Tht, al— 1 TTA 
during the Summer of 1908,he weuvuld mistreat, whip,and evén beat her 
A tyr Ie eee Cates for vr 
unmercifully,and weyld evep sneet under her feet, ang made 1t dan- 


Fe, Ae pgish tirk 4, Cee LeetF 
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sereus fer her te live with him 


4 x +2, 
. Such treatment respendent 


s fer the purpes¢ of makins her leave him,and finally, he dreve 
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zintiff was net true 


te her and abeut last septembe he was een ina cquestienahle pe- 
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sition with another weman near the brick yard en the hill ba ef 


us 


the Academy,and abeut said time applied te ethers te try te 
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nem te have ether wemen te meet him at different and prit 
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a diverce from this respendent in erder t 


that this is the true cause fer his 


as as 


aqiverce frem this réspen Gent. 


Resvendcent further shews dete 


children @imes this plaintiff, as tha e beins the 


ty 


children. ame has failed te previd ay means ef suppert eitner fer 


er said twe cnhildren,fer so ene ef said chil- 
Gren is a rirl about twe years old,ana the eth is a bey abeut 


three weeks eld,That as stated ,he has failed te previde fer he: and 


nis said children,and durine her last cenfinement he instituted tnis 
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Respendent says witheut just cause nas 


wilfully nerliect suppert fer her,his wife,and 


his said miner children, whe are new and have been for some time 
abate 


destitute Off necessiteus circumstances that plaintiff sheuld 
denied a diverce frem her and be required under the 


previde a suppert fer her ana neS childven and that she asks 
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Howard Williams, ‘tlaintiff 


oft 
VS. ¢ In Chancery 


au ed ee 
Lula Williams, Defendant. 


This cause came on this day to be heard upon the bill 


and 
of comp lairgnt mR Gepositions; ef complaint, and was argued by 
C0 See 
On consideration of which it is adjudged, ordered 


decreed +that,, the spends=cf matrimony heretcfor ontiraoted 

wow existing betweem the plaintif?Y az 

and that the said Howard Williams be forever divorced 

said wife Lula Williems @ vinculo matrimoni and that the said 
plaintiff pay tne costs of this suit, to be taxed by the Glerk 
and for which execution may issue, And nothing further re- 


maining to be done the cause is stricken from the docket. 
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Howard Williams Plaintiff 
VS In Chancery 


Lula Williams Defendant 


Upon the calling of this cause the counsel for plaintiff moved to 
submit the case to the Court for decision,and which motion was re- 
sisted by the counsel for the defendant,for the reason that she 
Was not ready to submit,as she was witnout means to prepare her 
defence,and by counsel moved the Court to make tne proper order to 
compel# the plaintiff to pay the defendant the sum necessary for 
her maintenance,during the pendency of this suit,and enable her 
to prepare her defence thereto,which motion was resisted by the 
counsel for the plaintiff,and was arsued by counsel, 

On consideration whereof said motion to submit is hereby over 
ruled,and it is adjudsed ordered and decreed that the plaintiff 


pay to tne defendant the sum ~Of4 $25 .00 for her maintenance curing 


the pendency of this guit,and to,enable her,to prepare her defence 
auntie, 2 y ‘ O AALDAAL » 


& 
to this suit, Aneé = G 1-# 0 
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And this cause is continued, 














The depositions of William Carroll 


ee ee — ee re ree Stet a 7 et —_——— ——~ - OE Pate a et 


taken vureuant to notice hereto attached, at the law office of J.W?Orr 
in Jonesvilie, Virginia, on the cwrd day of January? 120? 
sage in behalf of Howard Williams by &c. in a certain suit in 
chencery vending in the circuit court of Lee County, Virginia, in 
which the seid Howard Williams by &c. is plaintiff and Lula Williams 
is defendant. 
Present Jemes W.Orr of counsel for plaintiff; 
No witness appesring at this time, the taking of these depositions 
adjourned until the 2nd day of February, 1909, at the same place. 


7 < 


Gommicsioner in chancery. 

Met poursguent to adjourment at the law office of James W.Orr, in 
Jonesville’, Virginia, February 2nd, 1909. 

Present James W.Orr of counsel for plaintiff; and B.H.Sewell of 
counsel for the defendant. 

William Carroll, e witness of lawful age, being duly sworn de- 
poses and says: 

®.1.-- Please state your age, residence and occupation? 

A.-- I am about 21 years old, do not know exactly, reside near 
Jonesville, and ame levorer. 

©.2.-- Are you accuainted with the parties tc this suit, and if so 
how long have you known them? 

A.-- IT am accueinted with the parties, end heve known them several 
years. 

Q.3-- Have you known them since they were married, and have you or 
not lived close to them? 

A.-- I have known them since they were married. I have lived close 
to them a portion of the tine, they have lived in two or three places. 


T have Jived e@locer to them some times then at cthers. 


Q.4.-- Stete if you know whether or not the defendant Lula Williams 


Sal Co NEO Morr EB ; - ee ae tT - ny ° . ; 
Since she wes merried to the plaintiff, Howard Williams hes been guilty 





of any improper. conduct with other men? 

Obj.-- The above question and eny answer thereto is objected to be- 
cause improper conduct with other men is not elleged in the bill as a 
ground for divorce in this case; and <nd, because if it is intended 
by the.question to prove the allegec ground of adultery, then there 


no sutficient or proper allegation in the bill for sueh proof to be 


admitted. 
B.H.Sewell, attorney for defendant. 


A.-- Yes sir. 

Q.5.-~- Stete whether or not the improper conduct in reference to 
which you heve answered was waco Or what it wes? 

Obj.-- This question and any answer thereto is objected to Yor the 
reeccns stated in the first objection end also because the bill does 
not allege any special act or adultery, or the time and place of its 
commission, or the circumstances under which it occurred, and any 
evidence in the absence of such allegation, to prove adultery @s in- 


eadmissable. 
B.H.Sewell, Attorney for’ defendant. 


A.-- Bad conduct. 
Q@.6.-- State whether or not you know of the defendant Lula Williams 
heaving sextuel intercourse with any man other than her husband after 


their marriage, end if so when and how often? 


Obj.-- This question and any enswer thereto is objected to becaus 


< ff 


it is leading anc for reasons stated in the first and second objec- 
tions above made. B.H.Sewell, ettorney for defendant. 

A.-- Yes sir. I don't know what time it was, it happened a time or 
Two. 

Where did the acts of sextual intercouse Spoken of by you 

Occur. 

Obj.»-- This question is objected to, and any enswer thereto because 
no place is alleged in the bill, and also for reasons ebove stated, 
end because such evidence is irrelivant and inedmissaple under the al- 


legations of the bill. 
B.H.seweli, attorney for defendant. 


A.-- Near Jonesville. 





08.-- State whether or net the acts * sextusl intercourse spoken Or 


by you occured within a year or less time ’ the present date? 


; Sale c } 
Obj.-- Oviected to for the same reasons stated above, 


B.H. Sewell, attorney for defendant. 

A.+} It hasn't been a year. 

¢.9.-- Can you now state about at what time it did occur, if so please 
state aS near as you can. 

Obj.--+ Bhis question is objected to for the reasons stated above, and 
bpecsuse no time and place is alleged in the bill. 

B.H.Sewell, attorney for defendant. 

A.-- Something like two or three months ago. 

-.10.-- Stete whether or not the plaintiff and defendant live in 
this County, and heve so resided since their marriage * 

Obj.-- onjected to because no allegation thet they have resided in 
this county wxm all the time since they were married. 

B.H.Sewell, ettorney for fefendant. 

A.-- They Go live in this cdunty, and have since their marriage, I 
don't know that they have lived in the County all the time since their 
marriage. I have not known of them residing outside of the County 
since their marriage. 

@.11.-- Stete whether or not the acts of edultery or sextual inter- 
course testified to vy you were with the consent or connivance of the 
plaintiff? 

Obj.-- objected to for the reasons stated above. 

3.H.Sewell, atty/ for defendant. 


A.-- I dontt Understend that. Ido not know of his consenting to 


anything of the kind. 


Cross Exsmination. 

Counsel for defendant not waiving the above objections to the fore- 
soing yuestions and snswers, but relying and insisting thereon makes 
the following corss examination of the witness. 

X.0.L.-- Did you ever tel] Howard Williams ebout what you have sworn 
to in this deposition? 


Aer if did nowt. 





X.0.2.-- Did Howard Williams ever come to you and talk to you avout 
the things you have sworn to, and did you tell him what you have testi- 
fied to after he had talked to you? 

hke-- No, Sir. 

X.G.3.-- i + a fact that he has talked to you to-day in the 
town of Jonesville, and near Jonesville in regard to this very mat- 
ter? 

A.-- If hé has = gon’t remember’ it. 

X.6.4.-- You state positively now, that you and Howard have never 
talked this matter over at any time or st any place? | 

A.-- I told you that if we have I don't remember it. 

X.0.%.-- Do you know what adultery or sextuel intercourse is? 

A.e-- Not for sure. 

X.@.6.-- When did you last see the defendant Lula Williams? 

A.-- Lest night. 

X.Q.7.-- Have you seen her frequently for the bast three months; and 
if you state that you have, state whether or not she has not been sick 
e good deal during that time, and Rae Ronee ine shortly before this suit 
was provught she was expected to be confined. 

A-e-- I have seen her often for the last three months, and if she 
hes been sick a good deal during that time, I do not know it. She was 
shortly before this suit was brought expected to be confined, I suppose. 

X.0.8.-- Om one night last week at Mrs/ Elizabeth King's house, in 


the presence of Mrs. King and Bettie King and Lula Williams, did you 


not state thet you did not know what Howard Williems had you summoned 


4. 


thet you did not know anything wrong whatever egainst Iula wil- 
liems, or words to that erfect? 


A.-- I think I said something about like thet. 


Re-Examination by Judge Orr. 
@.-- In answer to cross question 5 propounded by Mr. Sewell in which 
he asks you if you know what adultery or sextual intercourse 1s, you 
sanoswer "not Por gure", I'll ask you what you mean by your answer, 
vhether vou mean that you are not sure es to what adultery is, or do 


you mean you are not sure as to what sextual intergourse is? 





Obj.-- The foregcing question is objected to because it is leading 
and for the same reasons stated in the objections to the direct examina- 
Caen B.H.Sewell, atty/ for defendent. 

A.-- Neither one. 

Q.-- You stste in ansver to question o in your examination in chief 
that you know of bad conduct upon the part of Lula Williams, end you 
state in answer to question 6 that you know of her having sextual in- 
tercourse With some man other than her husband after their marriage, 
olease state vhat you mean by the bad conduct and sextual intercourse 
referred to. 

Obj.-- Objected to for the same reasons stated in objections gues- 
‘dons in direct examination, as to insufficient allegations in the 
pill, and also because the witness has already answered the auestion 
and the .uvestion as propounded is leading. 

B.H.Sevwell, atty/ for defendant. 

A.-s LT have told sbout all I know about it. I meant by that, her 
being with another man. 

Q.-- What was she doing with another eat and where were they? 


Obj.-- Objected to for the reasons steted just above. 
BeH. Sewell. 


told you once they were near Jonesville. 


In what vosition was she and the other man, and what were they 


4.-- objected to for reasons stated in the objections to the last 


two questions. 
BeH.Sewell, atty. 


A.-- They were laying down. 
@.-- You sey they were laying down. I will ask you is either one 


wes on top oi the other and if so which one. 


Obj.-- objected to because leading, and is irrelivant and ijnadmissable 


on seccount ot the allegations of the bill. 
B.H.-Sewell, atty. 
A.-- Yes sir, the man wes on top. 
Q.-- Was, or not the man having intercourse with the defendant? 


Nb 5/-- Objected to for reasons stated above. 
B.H.Sewell, atty. 





A»-- I told you a while ago that I did not understand for sure what 
that word meant. 

Q@e-- Do you know what they were deans While they were in the posi- 
tion you have described, end if so, please state what it was, in your 
Own language’? 

Obj.-- The same objection is made here as just above. 
B.H.sSEwell, Atty. 
A.-- I do know what they were doing. They were "frigging". 


the easiest way I can say it. 


Re-Cross Examination. 
Not waiving the foregoing objections the counsel for defendant 
makes the following re-cross examination. 
G.-- Yesterday evening at Mrs. King's house did you not 


you @id not know why Howard Williams had you summoned as a witness in 


this case beacuse you would swear that you did not know anything wrong 


i. 


or harm of lula Williams, or words to that effect, and that you made 

this statement in the presence of Mrs/King, Lula Williams, Bettie King? 
A.-- lula asked me wha¥ Howard had Cherlie Haynes summoned azainst 

her for, and I asked her what he had any of us fellows summoned agatnst 


her for. [I don't think I said I would sear that I did not know any 


harm or anything wrong of Lula Williams. 


rr. 


~-- Don't you know whether you said you would swear that, or not? 

A.-~ Ho Sar. 

@--- You say your occupation is a laborer, How many days out of the 
week dO you work on an average during the year? 

A.-- I don't know what it would average. Some weeks T don't work 
any and some weeks I work about all the week. 

@.-- When was the last day you worked? 

A.-- I don't know I did not keep it. 

Qe-- How long has it been since you did a fays work? 


Ae-- I don't know. 


And further this deponent ssith not. 





Virginia, “Lee County, TO)WIT: 


T?Ge0.P.Cridlin, a commissioner } hancery for vrne 
Cirevit court of Lee County, Virginie, do certify that the 
foregoing deoosition of william Carrol] was taken sworn to 


and subseribed before me at the time place and for the pur- 


pose in the caption mentioned. 


Given under my hand this the 8th day of Feb. 1909. 


S/o ora. is 


(7 
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The depositions of Bdwerd Hall and others, tatren before me, 
Geo.p.Cridiin, a commissioner in chancery for the circuit court of Lee 
County, Virginia,’ on the 1@th day of April, 1909, 
of VYames W. Or: in the town of Joneeville, Va., oursuant te agree- 
ment, which depositions are invended to be read as evidence in be- 
half of the plaintiff in avcertain suit in chancery now depending in 
the Circuit Court of Lee County, Virginia, in which Howard Williams 
is opleaintifr and Lula Williams is defendant. 

Present: James W.Orr attorney for plaintiff. 

B.H.Sewell attorney for defendant. 

Edward Hall, a witness of lawful age being duly sworm deposes 

as follows: 

@.1.-- Please state your, age, residence and occupation. 

Ae-- I am 54 years old, reside near Miller's Chapel, and my oc- 
cupation is farming. 

-c&.-- Are you acuuainted with Howard Williams and Lulu Williams 

the parties to this suit, and if so how lonk have you known them? 
A. I am acgauinted with them and have Imown them both ever Since they 
were ochiddren. 

aen-- DO you remember about the date of their marriage. 

A.-- I heard that they were married‘=can't say exactly how long it 
has veen, but think it has been about three years ago. 

q---otate whether or not you know of sny improper conduct, or acts 
of adultery uvnon the part of Lulu Williams after her marriage to the 
plaintiff, if so state in what it consisted, and time and place as 
near as you can. 

A.-- I newer saw anything like her sitting on the laps of other 
men, Or anytiing like that, but do imow of acts of adultery, if I 
understand what thet is. 

{e-- By acts of adultery we mean sextual intercourse, now you can 
state whether you know of any acts of that kind upon her part. 

A.-- I know of none while they were living together, but do lmow 


Of some after they parted the first time. This occured last Maneh 
and April, thad is a year ago. 





Please state where these acts of adultery occured, and how of- 


They occured in the woods near Jonesville. They occured a time 


~don't know how often 


Cross Exemination. 
OBj.-- By Mr. Sewell -- The last four questions and answers thereto 
are excepted to vecause the place and circumstances under » which 
the sileged acts of adultery were committed is not expleined and 


fixed. | 
B.H.Sewell, atty/ for defendant. 


a Ree You speak of the parties to this suit verting the first 
time; when did they part the first time? 

A.-~- The time I refer to cccured last March was a year ago, I think. 

Did they go back and live together as man and wife after 

they parted: the °irst time? 

A.-- They did after the time that I refer to. 

&s man and wife 

X.Q.3.- Did they live together,after the alleged acts of adultery 
that you sneak of ? 

A.-- They did. 

X.Q.4.-- How 1Ong did they then live together before there wes 
another separstion? 

A.--I don't know ewat ly how long they lived together. 

X.C.d.-- State how long they lived together as nearly as you can? 

A.-- They lived together several months, I suppose? 

X.Q.6.-- Where did they live together when they went back to live 


with each other? 


Ae-- Up here, near Miller's, Ghepel, 


X.Q.7.-- You say in your examination in ché#f that you do know of 


acts of adultery on the part of the defendant, if you understand wheat 


That is; I will now ask you to state how you know of such ects of sei term a | 


or why do you know oz them? 


Ae-- {[ told you that I know of her committing adultery and that is 


s 


about as fer as I can explain it. 





X¥.0.&.-- Did you see any act of adultery committed by the defendant 
in this! case? 

ere. )Nes saz. 

X.9.09.-- With whom? 

A.-- I decline to answer because I don't want to incriminate myself. 
X.G.10f State whether or not that you know that Howard Williams the 
plaintiff in this case, knew of the alleged acts of adultery you 
speak of, and if he did then state whether or not he lived with his 
wife Iulu Williams as man and wife after such knowledge€. 

A.-- He did not know anything ebout it until he heard my evidence 
here to-day. 

X¥.Q@.1143}+ Did you ever hear him speak with reference to knowing 
of said sets of adultery, or hear him say anything about them. 

A.e-- No, Sir. 

X¥.@.12.-- About a month ago up at Mrs.King's house in this County, 
did you not state To Mrs¢ King in the presence of Lulu Williams and 

King that you did not know snything wrong of Lulu Williams, or 
harm of her, and that she was as nice a women as you knew of er 
lived in that community, or words to that effect? 

A.-- Yes, I had that talk, or I seid that she was a good neighbor 
out there where she lived, and that she was well thought of out there 


= 


and a nice woman. Mrs. King asked me if I knew any harm of her, and 


I told that I did not, that she was a nice woman, i would have been 


s fool to have owned fhat I knew She Was not a nite woman then, and 


{7 would not own it now if I did not heve to on oath. [I have told 
several that I did not know anything wrong of her. TI would not own 
such a thing on any woman unless I had fo. 

X.¢.13.-- When you were asked about Lulu Williams on this occasion 
you were not obliged to deny it or to acknowledge it, were you’ 

A.-- I could have used my own pleasure about it, I could havd told 
it, or dehied it. 

%.0.14.-- When the mobher of a married woman charged with adultery 


asked you in regard to the charge, do you not think that you ought 


- 


to tell her the truth about it or not say anything? 





e “ 


A.-- F just’ took it this<way; 1 dic not want her or anybody else 
to kmow it, and I denyed it. 

IT ask that the question be read again to the witness and 
insist on a direct and responsive answer to it? 

Obj.-- The foregoing question and insi 8tance upon an answer thereto 
is objected to because the witness has fully answered and the defend- 
ent's counsel has no right to propound questions in regard to general 
principles of conduct that have no connection vith the circumstance 
under consideration end can have no bearing upon the issue in the 


cause. 
MWOrr, sity; for purr: 


Leos T think TD. ought.'to have told her Just what I did tell her. 

X.0.16.-- After telling her what you say you did, then you are 
willing to come under oath and make the statement that you have’ 

A.-- I was not willing to come, if I had not had to come, and was 
not willing to tell what I have told if I had not had to Ter: VU. 

x¥.0.17.-- At the time above referred to when you had that conver- 
sation with Mrs.King did you see Lulu Williams, and if so state 
whether or not she was in bed? 

A.-- I @id see her, and she was in bed. 

on that occasion 

X¥.Q.18.-- Did not Lulu Williams call you in the house, and while 
she was in the bed, ask you if you khew anything wrong or harmful of 
her, and thet you told her that you did not, that she was a nice 
woman as far as you knew, and that if you were summoned @S & witness 
in this case against her that you would swear that you knew nothing 
aceinst her,or words to that effect? 

A.-- I never had any such talk to her as that. 

¥.2.19.-- On the same occasion above refferred to did you not hold 
un your right hand and say to Mrs.King that you would swear that you 
knew nothing wrong or harmful of Lulu Williams, or words to that ef- 
fect? 

A.-- I did not. 

%.9.20.-- When the conversation just above referred to occured 


were you not talking to Mrs.King some ten or fifteen steps just 


above the house? 





A.-- When I started and got about fifteen feet ar more above the 
house she ?ollowed out of the house and off of the porch and was 
talking to me but I do not remember now what she said then. I did 
not say to her then the words used in the second question above 
or anything to that effect. When she asked me, as T have stated, 

I just denied it. 
Re} Examination. 

2.-- Did Mrs King ever say to you after Lulu her daughter, and 
the plaintiff hed separated, or before that Lulu never should live 
with Howard again, calling him by very hard name, if so please state 
wnat she said? 

Mb3~--The above question and any answer thereto is objected be- 
cause irrelivent, immaterial, and inadmissable. what Mrs/King said 
has nothing to do with the case. 


A.-- She had some money in her hand and she said she could dress 


Lulurithat she would get her away from Howard , and that she could 


keep her. She went on to say that she had heard that Howard had mis- 
treated her, and used pretty hard language in taking ebout Howard. 
: Bucs & 
And further this denonent saith not. 


wit. claims one day .50 paid by pleintiff/ 


mae eer apt | 





Rufus Miles, another witness of lawful age being duly sworn 
deposes as follows: 
0.1.44 Please state your age, residence and occupation? 
am 25 years old, live near Jonesville, and am a laborer. 
Are you acquainted with the parties to this suit and if so 
how long have you known them? 
A.-- I am acgqusinted with them, heve known them for several years, 


knew them before they were married. 


Q@.3.-- Have you lived in the community in which they resided while 
they lived together as husband and wife? 


A.-- I have, and near to them. 


Pan 


¢.4.-- Do you know of any acts of adultery committed by the defend- 
since she was married to the plaintiff? 
7 wh’ MO net. 
- Do you iknow of any improper acts by the defendant, showing 
a fondness for otther men than her husband? 
Qbi.-- The foregoing question and any answer thereto is objected 


. : dy 
to as irrelivant, immateiral and inadmiassable. 
B.H.Sewell, atty. for deft 


At eee, iL -0 net. 
And rurther this depoment saith not. 


thls 


wit/ claim i day @.50,paid by pla intirt, 


ry : a * (A sf * ° ° 
fhe further taking of these depositions is adjourned until 


coe 2,2 e yyy yore 
the <cnd day of april,1909, at the same viace. 


+ ee oe = Se 
ommissioner in chancery. 


Met pursuant to adjournment on the 22nd dav of April ,1909 


use 4. Aa, se ’ " ° 2 
0 ehe Orrice Of wisR. Ore. An Jonesville, Va. 


James Kagle a witness of lawful age 


being first duly sworn 
aeposes as follows: 


-~- Please state your, age, occupation and place of residence. 
A.-- T am <7 years old, @I farm, piaster and lay brick. reside 


near Jonesville. 





S.2.-- Are you acquainted with the parties to this suit, and if 


so how long have you known them? 


A.-- I am acquainted with them; I have known them all their lives 

and have lived in the same neighborhood with them. 
3.-~- Do you remember when they were married, if so ease state. 

A.-- Avout June 1906. 

@.4.-- Do you know of any misconduct such as unlawful intimacy 
between the defendant and any man other than her ee at any 
time, if so please state all about it. 

Obj.-- This yuestion is objected to because it does not limit 
the time to theperiod since the marriage of the parties . 

B.E.Sewell for defts. 

A.-- I saw Rufus Miles having sextual intercourse with the de- 
fendant a short time before her marriage to the plaintiff. It wes 
in daylight and about half way between Mrs.Hing'’s residence and 
the public road. They were right by the side of the path. Mrs. 

King is the mother of the defendant, and it occured near the 
town of Jonesville. 

Did you see any such conduct between the defendant and 
the said Miles or any other man after her marriage to the plain- 
Gtit. cf Se tell ald sbong rit? 


A.-- I did not see any sextual intercourse after her marriace. 
ta 


WW 
e/ 


&6.-- Did you or not see any undue intimacy between the defend- 


jaid Miles or eny other men after her said Mearriege, if 
so tell all avout it? 
Obj.-- This question and any answer thereto is objected to be- 
cause the grounds slleged for divorce in this case 
on the part of the defendant since the marriage and that is the 


issue in the case. This being so the witness hes already stated # 


that he did not know of any sextual intercourse since the marriage 
the said Miles or any other man, and further the question and 


answer thereto would be irrelivant, immaterial and inadmisi- 


B.H. Sewell 





P ? 


A.-- I sew her drinking liquor with Ed Hall, and I saw said Hall 
there at her house frequently. Y saw Rufus Miles there a time or 
two,and since she end her husband separated and she has been at 
her mother's I have seen her and Rufus Miles standing out talking. 

»-- Did you inform the nliaintiff of the oceurence between the 
defendant and Rufus Miles at any time before his marriage to the 


lefendant ? 


ET tadtd nmot.\I, think ‘© Bid not’ tell it to any one’ until aiter 
the institution of this suit when 1 told France Miles about it, 
except that I told Rufus Miles what I saw soon after it cccured. 


Sn. COle me net toc tebl sat /on.ham;: 


and because immatrrial, irrelivant and inadmissible. 


; . 
? - . “dhs 


7 


and the foregoing guesticns and snswers.are objected to in so 
far as they undertake to prove any other ground for divorce in 
this case except adultery during the marriage. 


B. H. Sewell. 


Cross Examination. 

X. Rs eee State whether or not you know of the plaintiff in this 
case being guilty of adultery with any woman since his/marriace 
with the defendant? 

A.-- I do not know of his being guilty of adultery. 

Do you know the condition of the defendant at the 
ofvher marriage with the pleaintary® 
way ? 

A.-- I thins she was in family way when they were roarried. 

X.2.5,.-- State as nearly as you can how long after her marrisge 
“with the plaintiff? before she gave birth to @ child? 


A:2— 5" Qhank it. was Bhbovut tour or. Tiaver months. 
e Hxaminstion. 
R.@.1.-- Please state if you know what has been the reputation 


of the defendant for chastity and virtue in the neighborhood in which 


she has lived both before and since she married the plaintiff. 





. . 


Ob}j.-- ‘the foregoing question and any answer thereto is objected 
to because irrelivant, immaterial and inadmissable. 
BeH-Sewell. 
A.-- Her reputation was bad before her marriege, and it has been 
talked that way since they vere Marae. 
Re@.Ge-- Do you zynow who was the father or the child to which the 
defendant gave birth in four or five months after her marringe? 
A.-- I do not 
P.2.3.-- Did you ever hear kufus Jliles claim to be the father 
Gat eet we re 
Obj.-- Objected to as irrelivant and imnsterial. 
BeH.Sewell. 


A.-- I have. 


And further this denonent saith not 


(Tignatire waived ) 


Virginia, Lee Sounty, to-wit: 


Tae foregoing depositions of Ndward Halli, Rufus Miles’ and 


% 
ad 


James H, Eagles, were 7aken,'. sworn. to and sihnaeribed or signatures 
waived, before me, the undersigned “omilsasioner in Tthancery 
VLECK, "OnrTt HF hee County )"at tae times place and’ for tas 
yiryno3se in the cantion mantionea, 


Given under my hand this the “Both age ies ABTA, 1909, 


LS 


mLS3Lon nae a se nes 





Opin, Me , bs Ag -OO 
me et Vee So of (he, (fof 
HEC AS ee 





Mo the Hon. H. A W. Skeen, Judge of the Cireuit Court for 
Lee County Virginia: 
“he answer of Howard Williams to a rule made ageinst nim 


py this honorable court on the 6th dey or Sept. 1909, in the 


Chancery cause cf hirself against Lule Williems. for answer there~ 


to this respondent seys that he has not complied with the order 


of the court made at the last term of the said court requiring him 
to pey the sum of $25.00 to the defendant eas temporary allimony 
and suit money because he has not had the money nor been abi#té bo 
procure the same. Kespondent is poor owning no prove rty 
and depending for a livelyRood upon his day labor. Your respondent, 
however, if that will satisfy the requirement of the court,will 
endeavor #o secure the smount by his note,or otherwise with 
good securety payable to the defendant,or her attomey, and 40 be 
yaid in fwo i four months time in equal installments, if this 
will satiéfy the defendant end fullfill the requirements 
of the court. 

Given under ry hand this the 10th day of Sept. 1909. 


before me 
Subs¢ribed and sworn bo vhis the L@th day of 








Heward Witliams, Plaintiff, 
Vs In Chancery 


Lula Williams, Defendant 
} 


Virginia, Lee Ceunty,te wit, i 


Or are ae a) V Te poten in and fer 


p yan pe a, a a i em rd ee a 
and pees ® ,aferesaid,de hereby certify that Aire? 
A : 
yore = each persenally appeared 
befere me Men my Gighein' te aferesaid,and made eath in due ferm ef law 
that since the May termi 1909 ef the Circuit Ceurt fer Lee. Ceunty , 


Virginia,that they have each heard the Plaintiff,Heward William say 


that he weuld net pay the $25.00 te the defendant in said cause,Lula 


Williams,erdered te be paid te her by him,by a decree rendered in 
L999 
said cause at the May eek tal said Ceurt. 


A 


Given under my hand this the /¢ day ef September 1909, 








Heward Williams, Plaintiff, 
VS In Chancery. 


Lula Williams, Defendant, 


Virginia, Lee Ceunty, te wit, 

T. Ewine/Clerkef the Circuit Ceurt in and fer 
the Ceunty and State aferesaidde hereby certify that en this day H. 
C, Jeslyn persemally appeared befere me in my Ce r aferesaidand 


made eath in due ferm ef law that he is acquai 


Williams,plaintiff in the abeve styled causé, that 


x 


fer LED yk oka CH said Williams is an able bedie eung man,in 


reed healthand able te werk,during’ all the pas: 
A 


he has ebserved,and that recently the said Wiltjjgams was charged in 


er Summer ,as far as 


a warrant and tried befere him,a justice ef said Ceunty fer beating 
his wife,the defendant in said cause,Lula Williams and that he was 


cenvicted and fined therefer. 


ef September 1909. 
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Ved Ue hig. 
Unitas Witlipcecs 
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Mrs. Lula Williams, 


Younwill please take notice that on the 25rd day 


of January, 1909, at the law office of James W. Orr in Jonesville 


Virginia, I will proceed to take the depositions of Thomas Pleenor 
others, which depositions are intended to ve read as evidence 

in my batelf ina certein suit in Chancery Pena ibe yn the Circudt 

Court of Lee County, Virginia, in which TI an plaintiff and you 

are detendant, and if from any cause the taking of said deposi- 

tion be not commenced on thet day, or if commenced be not completed 

che taxing of the seme will be adjourned from time to time and 


from place to place until completed. 


soit igees 


fad wg 


Jans ZOU, » kIO9. 
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Nhe Commonwealth of DMirgiuna, 


' To the Sheriff Malia 
» f 7 
WE COMMAND YOU, That you summon Pa GO ROT 


(de Re augers a bill i 
(Sige acts, 


And have then there this writ. Witness, H. C. T. EWING, Clerk of our said Court, at the court-house, econ 


fl 


day otf lesen = OOS and Rake DMRS of pee Commonwealth. 


4 


A Copy, Teste: 





SUBPGINA 
IN 
CHANCERY 





Everett Waddey Co 
Stationers and Printers, Form No. 204 
Richmond, Va. 


‘ofre CourdaonaDpenen of MVMizqginicr, 


To the Sheriff of the County of Lee, G 


to appear bef eae our Circuit Court of we. fe Canty of of fee. “at. the 


Flees on the ol Aderay of. aaa ne 8 “1997. to testify and the truth to say 


in behalf of ‘the. ) AA _in a certain matter of controversy in our said court 


before the said Judge depending and undetermined between > D/A sr ie 


Plaintiff, and 


a ae _, Defendant . And this 


shall in no ee BBs nedes the penalty of £100. And have then there this writ. 


él. 4 He 
Clerk of our said court, at the court-house Ried QO —— day of 


Z 
we pf GEDA AALL® G7. - , and in the 183 ” ie? year of the-Commonwealth. 
AEN aveng, Gee 





FORM No. 204. 


SUBPOENA 
FOR 
WITNESS. 

















Ohe Commonwealth of Virginta, 


To the we id Lo the County of Lee pee: 


Wie COMMAND yoy THAT YOU au 
is 4 CAA LEELA 


Kt te 


to eA eS > OL therest, on Hig SOLE 
day of _. “ppascl,,. oe Te eee 1907 —, Uo testity and the truth to say in behalf of the_—_--- - owas aoe 


, in a certain matter of controversy in our said count before the 


said Judge depending and Wii Y ee iy Pst Ni 
ae CLOUCGTL A é fattee,. | | __../.._.-Plaintiff, and 


























at ‘n no wise omit, under the penalty of £100, And have then there this writ. 
Witness H. C. T. Ewine, Clerk of our said court, at the court iige the 
ie 


F _, and in the 2 VE eae w.year o the Commonwealth. 








SUBPOKNA 
FOR 
WITNESS 





Oh rl. BY Ce, debe A 


—_ LCL? CCN, gf te el 


Wr 





